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MORPHIDAE(INSECTA, LEPIDOPTERA); A REQUEST
FORREVISION OF THE OFFICIAL LIST. Z.N.(S.) 2201.

By Charles F. Cowan (4, Thomfield Terrace, GrangeoverSands,
Cumbria, LA 11 7DR, England)

MORPHIDAEWestwood, [ 185 1 j is name number 225 on the

Official List of Family -Group Names in Zoology. It was so placed in

1958 by Direction 99 in consequence of Opinion 137 having ruled

that Papilio achilles Linnaeus should be the tvpe-species of the

genus Morpho Fabricius, 1808 and having placed those two names

on their respective Official Lists. It was not the subject of any

controversy, nor were any rival names suppressed and placed on the

Official Index.
2. Unfortunately, for two separate reasons -an oversight and

a subsequent change in the Code - Westwood should not be cited as

the earliest proposer of this well-known name. His proposal,

published on 14th January 1851 and correctly referenced in the

Official List, was "in Doubleday, Gen. diurn. Lep. (2): p. 332".

Westwood was continuing that work after Doubleday 's death on
14th December 1849. But Doubleday had already published the

name at the headings of plates 56-58 of the same work, on or

before 3rd August 1849 (partition and dating were detailed by
Hemming, 1941, plates 56-58 being dealt with on page 409). The
type-genus Morpho was not mentioned on those plates, but
Doubleday's concept of the family MORPHIDAEwas clear from his

still earlier publication of the name.
3. Doubleday's first publication of MORPHIDAEwas back in

1844, List Specs. Lepid. Ins. Coll. Br. Mus. 1: 115-116, where he
included Morpho anci (p.l 16) its type-species M. achilles Linnaeus.
This perfectly valid publication of the name was unfortunately
overlooked by Direction 99, which is thus at fault.

4. Direction 99 (Opin. Decl. I.C.Z.N. 1 (FIO): 161-174) also

mentioned a still earlier publication (p. 169, central Note in small
type), that of MORPHIDESBoisduval, 1836, which was disregarded
as it was in the French vernacular. That view was then correct, but
Article 1 1(e) (iii) now admits such a family-group name if published
before 1900 and subsequently latinised, and "generally accepted . .

as dating from its first publication in vernacular form". Doubleday,
1844 did not explicitly so accept it, but that he did so is

indubitable, for "Boisd. Spec. Gen. i" (i.e. Boisduval, 1836; is

frequently cited for specific names in his List (e.g. for all six species
on p. 21); but he gave no author/dates for any generic or
family-group names. Nor have lepidopterists at any time since cited
authors for these names, except perhaps in a few recent works;
although the unattributed MORPHIDAEhas been in universal use.

The only attributed citations have, in fact, been of MORPHIDES
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Boisduval, 1836, in the well known Nomenclators of Agassiz, 1846
(Lepidoptera), 1847 (Index universalis, 4") and \S4S (idem. 8^),

and of Scudder, 1882. Neither of these lists any other variant, and
it is clear that both regarded Boisduval as undisputed author. Since
his application of the name may be queried, the next paragraph
dwells on that aspect.

5. Boisduval, 1836 (pp. 73-154) gave a comprehensive
historical review of the methods of classification of Lepidoptera
adopted by each author from Linne, (1735-) 1758-1767, and
Fabricius, 1775-1807, onwards. He then (pp. 155-169) set out his

own new classification, introducing six new family groups and
giving diagnosis for each. His names for these were in the French
vernacular, and "MORPHIDES" with its adequate diagnosis
appeared on page 166. The remaining pages (171-690) dealt with
his first two families, and subsequent volumes failed to appear. His
24 plates at the end showed early stages, and adult insects mostly
figured for the first time, not typical taxa. The name MORPHIDES
was applied in the latter context in the legend on plate 4. Thus
Boisduval's concept of Morpho as typifying the family can be
deduced only from his diagnosis and his historical introduction. The
former fits the type. In the introduction the genus is mentioned on
pages 80, 97 and 118. On page 80 Boisduval, discussing the genera
of Fabricius, 1807, correctly W^ts Morpho, withM. achffles the first

of the included species. Pages 97 and 118 set out the last two
classifications of Latreille; first giving the genera alone and then
listing Latreille's "Types", of which two (menelaus, phidippus) are

shown for Morpho, thereby indicating that Latreille had merged
Amathusia Fabricius, 1807 (which is typified by phidippus) into
Morpho. That Boisduval preferred to split rather than merge
Morpho can be inferred by his plates 4 and 12, where he erected a

new genus Discophora for species formerly included in Morpho.
There is, in short, nothing here to indicate that Boisduval
misidentified the type-genus of his MORPHIDES,and that name in

latinised form can be accepted under Article 65(a). Direction 99
itself tacitly took this view, making the sole grounds for

disregarding the name Boisduval's use of the vernacular.

6. It was said above (paragraph 4, ad fin) that no other
variant of this name had been listed. However, Agassiz ( (1847: 239
and 1848: 689) deliberately proposed his own emendation
MORPHOIDAE,which, under Articles 19 and 33 (a) (i), means that

MORPHOIDAEBoisduval, 1836 is technically the valid name;
Doubleday, 1844 not having explicitly emended Boisduval. This
name, which has very rarely recurred and never with its original

date, must be dealt with.
7. The following names are thus at present in conflict;

MORPHIDESBoisduval, 1836
MORPHOIDAEBoisduval, 1836 ("MORPHIDES", emend.
Agassiz, 1847)
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MORPHIDAEDoubleday, 1844
MORPHIDAEWestwood, [1851 J (Official List, name no.
225)

If the International Commission can now rule that the first of these
names, latinised automatically under Article 11(e) (iii) into the
universally accepted spelling MORPHIDAE,be valid, substituting its

reference for that of the fourth name on the Official List, use of the
plenary powers will not be required. The second name will then be
an unjustified emendation, and subsequent usages such as the third

and fourth can be ignored.

8. The International Commission is therefore requested:

(1) to rule that the family-group name MORPHIDAE
(correction of MORPHIDES)Boisduval, 1836 (in Roret,
Suites a Buffon) Hist. nat. Ins., Spec. gen. Lepid. 1: 166,
be considered available;

(2) to substitute in the Official List of Family-Group Names
in Zoology against Name Number 225 the name
MORPHIDAEBoisduval, 1836 for the existing name
MORPHIDAE Westwood, [1851] ; with type-genus
unaltered.

(3) to place on the Official Index of rejected and invalid

Family-group Names in Zoology the family-group name
MORPHOIDESAgassiz^ 1847 (Nomenclator zoologicus,
Index universalis, 4" edn.: 239), an unjustified
emendation of MORPHIDESBoisduval, 1836.
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